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14 3fW, v 2007 

Tf. '^1^41/10/2007-^'^!.— TT$mH TORT 3#lfwr, 1963 (1963 TO 38) 3ft NRT 49 
^ri tor Rki4i to #i tor fR, hsimth RTfaroTO wr sti^ji^r, % 

^ft =£ RRRTC mfHchdl TT^TRf TOt fcTR fTOlRITTOPRT Wf TOR? 

(3ftM) 3 RTTO TOcPT TO fftTOH TOTO t I 

3T^t 

rrftt u ^trrq^/io/2007-^hM 

TOR TORT —••••• 3TT%c[c& 

311^1 

(3FTTO, 2007 ^ 7^* fTO ^TlfTOT) 

"TO RRTOT TOTO TOff TO TO^FT/Hl^IdH RT %Ti 7TOTTOT TO^=bdl TOTRf TO! 3r f^R 
f^TTOTTOFTO TOR TORT (#M) ^ RTTO M fTORF 1/2 TOTOt, 2007 3 TOffTO t ! 


3528 GI/2007 


(1) 
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2.1. gW 3TTt IWfTg g>^t g^ ge? gTfft gft ^ WEW ftgg TIT f: 


(i) . ywftggg m g^g? *M gft wfSfr/'-NicH g> fog g$fg/^TOg gt wi qpft.gRkR fogf 

^ fog RgRg gRlPlg>dl gR^ g> fog gfogg WTcft ^ fog 'dgcid gRiPlg>df gJR gR^f cfr fog 
gfoR mm arjfta gRm 7 ?t t mfo gfot fo fogg gfr to fom rt Rgt sfo 3 gKfo^gtgt 
g?t Reg cllM'rf} Ft I x' 

(ii) . |TT HHd T 20 gTOg 2006 gft TOIR gt RW xRlf g?t gf aft | gfogg gtcft gff TWcH"jW^gTcFT 

fog gffo fo fog fogRITgWgg gfoR RT|W 3WtfogTO (Mw) aftT foRtxyiMaHH ^Hfoq 
g^TO RfofogTO (ft?m) $ fogfofod fot gft 3TETR m 3Tg] ggfo fo fog 3ggft W# 

t: 

(go), yd}ch TWcR 3T?lfcT gfog 3WgT dlgldH g> fog cTT^ gl|c!cfo 3pg> fo 7.5 gfow <R 
RfoPfor qgRi gqgfgdi 'd'oddl ^ Pfogg fog t fo> gwforoT ggR gR^ g> fog 

EFT-gR, foE 3fo Rg gTgPrgxl! afofocT Ft, TEW T^ET gufe gW fog? RTggTj Rg gTfft 
gwfoTOT gpft RTtft t eft gTfcTS gf? fog g> TOT ^fgfo 3 g^cfo/’gR' ^ TO^fo 
RggT fotTOg Rgfo foefo fo 3 fof fo focR fog gg gfgg? fog? I gT|eTg £W 3 g£ fo TO 
tft fo fofol fo HHd fo TO RgRg fofog gg gfo| glgfog>gT HER gfo fog Rlgrf Rgfo 
%T fot gWfoggTT gfgRg TOT fog RTggT i 


(Tf) fogRgg-, vW\ gl|efog gjeg? Ulrt ggcT io yRt^ia qg SifrlRcKt THR g?t R^ft cR^R qteft 
^ fcTg Ttrl ^ gfsfg 3fR dl'cilcll g> fclg qwf^TT TETR TT^ft ^IT W7 TW g^oftl 
FWft, ETfcTC 3Egt^^qtcTqTg^qjgqicTTteft TtRT 10 Stef ^ cjff^rf^RT 
TETRt gft gpw TT^r ET f^gR gR TTgRTT 11 


(iii). iteT sttE qwicr ^ wRr $ 3fR ^rtet gw % qq TtgpF,TTFq?T w 27 qg^, 

2006 g^t qRlteil^ 11 


Civ)- TWT E 10 gHcRt, 2007 Tt T<^R Wtcff $ EE# *f g^g? TO g> Rr T^eftR ?Rg> <$ 10 
TT ^ clgsf 3PfR m TWcW HWteT ggRf 4 ftfrcfij grp gR^ ^ g^'^R gteff 
gfr gfsfg/ErTOg g> leR gwRfgqg ggTg gR^Tgg PRfg pTgT SIT |W TO $ mm gft gfRt 
gq gRgg 5 gjqcpJt, 2007 g)t yRtfclR ^ 11 


i. 2, in grf^gRR jt gq)w gt^ Tt gREr/gfroq ^ tcT| qwPtgRrr ggn gR^ f<i rfi midCtd 

^ io mm gg gq qt gRtr to ^ gwT% 3#Rgrf sr^fer gR^ gq Rwr t 


3. WRcf TORtf qte ^ ar^TR, #M gg TOTg PtTOT ^tm gf^w gTffc fc^S (#tM#W) 3tK 

qigw WRtosft/gqglgds wiwft g>) RggCt NM $ Rrg ar^r ggr w i itt tot ^ M gf^gR yror 

#tM%R ^ STRIgT ^ft v3Mg)gd!/qqg)gr1l WTSgt ^ RgPtcf TOTg gg f^gR-tef gft %gl aik aqpjf 
f<EgkigT qff WI #gM4V\ r ci ^ to igqPig) g>1 yPPiP M€t ck ^ttt gi m g ar^fgg g5t g^ ®Jt I 
M^t ; f M!<Mtga gtt fe’gpFTt ir am-t tt git] gut i! j 







: 3totwt 


4. r?rtr tft ?ftfarT tf anm? r? ( Mtf tf Rp? ftpt r? ^HT/^twr rt srtfw rrt 
mi Mtf $ M ^ ^mfT/^twn M ti srt^ sm'rrr rr M! ait? Mtf st?t M rr wttfR^tf Rt tf*t 
RrfefRTR^ f^?T RR & 


R. 

'€. 

vwt ?M rr rrt 

Mtf Rl Ur^uW 

(i). 

1 

Mtf tf d'tffH RWH 3 fatf tf 

Rtf Rt RmfMm tf§fr rrr 
tf fcR arfcrftfeT Rtf f^MT ^ tf 

tf tftfftf fMl RRT 11 
H^vH, $ tfftR oRf&ifctfi ^w 
R^ ful?l<£ 3TcPfcT HtdlRfl ajtfRRT 
Ml$d^ul ^oR 3jt? Ml^f^Rcll mfsf 7 ! 

wm yrntf tftf i 

• 

(r). Midi Rt 'HIHWd: ‘Sdtf 31HIHH tf rM Ml USR 3TTRT 5RR 
RR?f 3TTR? R? Rtf ftf? Rtf f | Rtf Rp5 Rtft Rt titled Rftf 7 ! tftf 
tf 3T^?TT? RTstfReTT tftfR /3RRRR RT^tfReTT RR^T R?T Rtft 11 
pa). Rotten ^Jr arafter Rtf ^ % cfe rR ^ ?r Rt 

clitmTT ^RT uR% 3RRRR RmftaT 3T^ RteT 3RfRw 

RjR ^ f^R RT^cT tfRT Rt ^ WHIdRd RRT f R1^!RRT/3RRRR 
R^^ni R? sf^f felT 7R ^Rt Rt RRR ^ vJWTt ^ 3RR7 cfR 
3<RtRctdf Raf f^RT RRR 3RT RvR ?R 11 
(r). rRr? efteft ^ RR^ A, ^3M Rtf (MMRcT) ^r ^ 

$k yfR 1, RRfterr/STRRRR RM%RT RT R^t 11 ^ReJ 

tfc)6»i WcIcRt tf IcfR, tfcf $ tf^T/RtWeR tf ftRR ??tf tft 

tf^TT tf m tft RR tf ^3T RRT 11 ffftf tf^TOW, 3TRRTR 
3ft? RT^f-WR ^ WR %R R^R tfcft, tfsk affo 
3RftfR tf loR R^cR 3ft? RRt tft RttW ^ RT?R %,: R?# 
cRT^/RrRl^ ReffeRt tf feR RRRt f<t?lH ?f|?T RR 3Ttf^ tf 

feR tl 

(W). cTSTTf^T, tfsfR/SRfSfR tf WI R^R? tfcff Rt R^tRtTT $RR 
R?^ c^ foR RM? ^ WI tf 3RntfRT tdT W tl RTR? aft? 
R^R? cRRTt itxrfaff ^ RTRIR, ^ R^R? tfcft tft 

6#rT/3Rf^fR ^ R^RIR ?^cR R?^ ?RR R^tRRT SRltf tf 

RTRR R? R^R? tffft Rt rftRRT RRR R?^ RT frtfR feRT mi 

(ii). 

(r). RpTRT ^[fe R$ cfm Rtf R? 

Rftf) tf fotf RTfctf) &J WT-tftfT 

Mtf Rtf tf fcR uwiftf m\ 
tf RtfRR? ?tft Rtf? Rltf Rt 
RRtfRal RRR Rtf tf ftf? RRTR 
tf W RT^cTtf ^ rM tfgR f| 
s^r) ^ftf tf r^t % rrt Rtf? 

Rtf! Rt 3RR tft Rltf*TRtTT 3RJ 

Rtft tf W^cR Rt RRTftf dtf 
Rtftl 

?Ttft Midi ctf RRtPTR^ Mc;m R?^ ^ fet^ Metld ^ Rfl ^l$eRt 

tft mr[ki R?5R 11 dmf^, RRR? tfcft Rt TM^tReTT f^? RT^ tf ?TRR 
3TRT tf?ft tf ?TRRR R? RRTR R^TTI 


pa). fltfc) 3 M *f RT?eiR $ 

R? Mg-tf R>t ^TcffSTT Rtf Rtf Reft, 
tf tf-R? *qtf tftfI 

i^Rtf ?TReTRt aft? tftf $ lle^R Rf tf Hr RRRRTRT tft 
tf RTRI cZftf R 7 ?TRR RT feRTR ^3TT 11 RRR WrT PlMcR f: 

R. 


2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

(i)- 

Rtfft tft ?t?sR 

1805 

2071 

2052 

(ii). 

sta wra (wS ~ 

^) 


W 

’ddcld 

0.28 

0.38 

1.48 

H 

W?RTRT ReftSTT 

0.13 

0.07 

0.17 


(iii). 

aft?TrT RRTT RRRTd fcRTR ~ 
(Rtf Tf) 



(4 

^4dtf Weld 

0.58 

1.28 

1.83 

(a). 

oRRRIRT Rtf 5TT 

0.40 

0.35 

0.34 
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*33 2.17.3. I (4>). UTdlfad 444 47 4c?R #7 7T4£ RT 

MKWRch TfFRcT 2ft| 47 4cf4H 3l1^rgJ%RT 
<7 cfr 344T7 47 Ft# ^cnf^TJ 3fa tfnH cT4T 7T4^ 31141% 4$f t 3fa 44> ^ 4?[54) 44 11 fTT-Rf 
444^413 ii 4T7T MK'i-MRch TTRTcT -| 7 ft 4%T4>c4 7T47R 44T4 7% 4> fcR ?7T^ RJT 

47lft. UWlRd 444 47 4744 #7 4l 444t44T f%t44 % £ 4% ^ f^| M f: 


(4toftjeTj) ato I^TIWRcm 44147T 

3177%7I4 4T7T 01774^ 7TF47T t. 47^ 4? 
cJoEfol ^4T 7jT fcR ^7^7 37f^Rj%T 47 cj> 
3T14T7 47 4fft 1? I 44 T^4d T]r7^ 3) feR trj 
3% MI«Pl4) 7% % M 4*f f%r 4>t 
ftstol£l<t>N f^4 % 4* TfRTJj 3TR Steff 47 7f^ 
3HMW TO 4ff % 3fR. ?7T 7144 3, ^ 
444t4vfT3l! t£ Rft 7R[ ^ *474 3 74JT 4447 
4%i 


(i) Tjftdlftd ’JcT 3ffo$ 

1500 7%f7 iftcT ^ 

feR did7 f^TRT 
4<l 20C5-06 4> foR 

TTlfeTTjfa 3174^ $ 

3TfHR 7J%7 7RT 

3%t 43% 


10000 34T 

%4 

13,149 44 


74cT7 4fc1 



?Jc7fj w io yfc^id 4 ?f w7-dlfc}d '47 47 47% 
4)1 3IM7 TWT^^f^^Tnf^qM.Tpr 
4%4k(T TO 7% fcR 73tf 7^ 4^ 
3ffcfcr efFTcT cfc 7% 44)7744 4K7T4 I 



m$cwvji tthttI 7f? io 
wfcl^ld 4>[ 47 47 MW l ft cl 
ywftcbdl Tiddd TO I 


414 7% 7444 47 

cRT (31% 444 47 j 407 3%ft 4T47 

4444 75 4f%4) 


TgTeR X 10 


47414 t 7TT41R 7RM4 4) 7744, 4M44RT 774774 4417 
Ml%d TJcR <T> 25 7%74 47 UWlRd % 44 £ dfl, 
4%, 344% 477 ^4T 441 241 314, RI4T7 4T 44T474 
47, 4T%4)4T 774774 44T7 41477% ^|c4) 4> 10 yfci7ld 47 


^4 f£ IS JH 
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(iv). 


KBT^TrfFTt ft PTF8T ailft Plft PTPTliH aTpftpF" 

Mp M ft ftM u l aftp mseftR ftprft KR 

PF?ft ft FTRt ft, PF PTfftPRR >HlHl*Ki: ftpT 
7PH P?pft pft TJcf—f^rtf^cT a^ddl Pt RTRft 
ft ftrp aifafftM RTift pft Rjcft ftt cppw pft 
MW PR ft Ptt ftW t ( PFI W fft 
pftpFT PI^(ftpFTT/31RRU| PTSjfftpiFT PPPPSTT 
RPR FTPT ^n cfft M 2ft, FR PTlftpRT 1RT 

p^fi ?pt pfpft ft, rf pp^ tor pttp fft ppt 

RPR ft ftftR Ptcft pft ftPcM TPlfftp>RT 

pptp pspft at? wr Rift fftR ftfftpn r^pt 
R? ft ft fcH? W ftt pft^ fttfft fftftpT Rft 
fftPT ppt tl 


pjftR Ptft ftt PTPeTP PTPfftpidl FPH P>pft ft fefXJ WPR~ 
ft PoH ftt pf^ fttfct fftft?T Pffft P# fftPT tl PF fftftP 
cZTPTR ft 3p£&} ft 3TTPTP R aftp pftR PTcTTPIF ftt ^TSTcTT 
^ c^ ^FRT i%TT feTqT ^TTI 


5 , ftftttt ft 31pft RFTP ft PTpft ft, aftt 3?|p Pftpd fftP t fttfft fttft <m««tt fft? PP f: 


(i) . TRIP ft 3{!dfftp> ftpcT ft ?P> W ft ftpcT pep pfcfcTP ft ftlxlfcH ftt 3id?fft 11 P? tpR 

fttftpT ft PTPeTP? ftt 3JFW ft aTeflPT 3PtffftF PPPPTF ft 19 PPf $ 3PPP aflp FIFP Ptftt ft tfPcpft 
cjft eppw pip PFT 11 R^ft pfftPTPPPPPT, Rtcft pft pfsfP aftp ptPTcH “PPolft ft fft? R^ftt aftp 
psit ft FFPPT PFPT t i FPtfft? FRft ftplftpPT Rtc# ftt PPpf&TF PTpft ft fcP? apdRcp ftpep pft PFR 
PR^ aftp r|RM^ cRtP? ^ W ^PIP" PR^ PP PRf P[R ter 11 

(ii) . PRR ^ 3TT^ PTef Ptcfli P^ P^l 3ITPfeT f^P RIcC t 3fR PPRPTRT WRR P?f 3|^8TT PT^ PtcfT P>T 

^nsrtecn r I^pr pr^ ^ wra mn RFm vm wpr mm m wfkr f^p rt^ f i mm 
^ RfpPlf ^ Sf^RR vicRcp Rtcft Rt PRI RtP^RI ^ RRft 11 Rtpft P>[ pMp ^ fefP PR^fPRTI^PTRl Pi 
^PTcR R PRcft tl 5Pcto tPR ^ M Ptcft ^ WW ^RPRP ^ fcR ?fPPM RP 
■ Pt $\t RP1PRT R^t tl 

(iii) , 9 PT?RR PlPlRjjd f^Jp t Rtf^ 30-50 RT P^Rlt ^R ^H1 5TPRT Pt 8 iV^R RPt ^^(wlR 

fi PlicRt P§t m&l t Pt? PRt Rtt tl t*t P^ RPRPp R^f. t fWf PT?RR ^ ^ 

cpRR PRRH R^R fRT Ft I R2pf^, ^'Hlf^> P?^ f^tl RPT t, PRTR ^ 3 hiciR^> PRPTF afk 
PTpP PRPTF ^ ^tcR aftp PTfR RfteR PTPRR T ^ff PRfRPt P> RRT PPfc pt tl 

(iv) . fpRt RF PPlft ^ fe?P fclPRI tRT t t%. ^R P* R^IRR R PTPRRt P>T 

PTRF RPP (eftapp^t) et 8 PfrIPTcT ^ 9 pfcRlcT cfP^ 3d^p5 RfT^t 11 RF ’ft tM RTPT Wftp 
PTftpP Ptftt Pft pMp R *jtppft ptRRRt PR PPIP Rft PTRR PTR 71 (#l3TTP^t) PP 4 PfftPTR - 6 PfftPKT 
3fte 11 ^Rlf^ pjftR Pftft R PRTRPt R Pt^PR PPIP M FRT RFPTP RTPR R 
cRf aftp pf^ PPTRR iPFTR R Pf^nftt PPTP ttaPP^t cR RWI 12 pf^PlR ^ 15^ PfftPTR t! 
PF pfctRTPT efttpp PPIPR R FcftcRTFP ^ RP ft Ppft PR P?t 11 FR PPPP P^R^ Pftft^ ^ PRftftPPP 
PPTP PRRT dp ftft PcT t aftp efttR ^fteft t £m$ pft ^RRft ft RBTPRT Mftt aftP plftRIRPRP FR 
Sfa ft P^ftR PPTPR ftftftcT FtPf I 

6 . 1 , FR RIR^ ft R^ 12 2007 ^ iftRRSlPRHP PRTR RRT PftpR ft a^ftfulF pft M *ft I R^ 

pproi^ ft, fttpftpRP aftp ftftftftt ft amft fftftpR R^R fft>V ft l 

62 Ffcnfcfr PTP[PR pJRTf^ ft fftftp feral PPT an’ fftRRRPRTRT PRTR RPR (fttM) Pt ^ ^ 

C^ fcP? R1PR ^ ftRft pft PTRTF ftt R^ : ftt ^ P^RP pft RRRR PPTR PRft ft PRH pft PTFR^ 

PPTP PF 20 PfftPM ^PRRT FlcTf 11 
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<fnM ft fft HfcifftR ftftfftR ?pRF ftft sft 

(i) . ftftR ftft ft FlftftRR TTcR F<TR R?ft ft ftfftt F? Tfft ftcftcR TFR ATTcfl 11 

r£f? qjcff ft FRlfftcRF FFR R?ft $ 7RRT, TTeR ft 3TFft! RHIR FT?! ft fft? FtflSlT 

FR ft 3PI FR 4 ft cTR fftlfft Ft Tift f ft? mRrWTM ftftt T?f 4 ft^ ft fcR ’fftfftfR ?Fft 
f | mRrH'WTF, 4!4!<ft FcR ?TFR7rfft ft fft wff FFTH R1 3TFFT 3FRR ft ftfl t! 

(ii) . 250 FF FR 7RT ft 7R?T^ T? ft? 32 Ffft cR ft ft?R Rft[eR F? F? fftfR FRft §<J. RR?pR 

ft 3 FRT? Flfft TO 32 , 000 /- ( 3 ?ftl 4 ftft X 250 FF ?50 X 32 ^rfct FF) Ftft i FTft fftftr, 4 ftft 
^ ftR? ftcl ft FRlfftFRI ?fteR FRF 7 f>ft ft fft Hl^el^yl ?JeR tr io FfftR 7 RJR FRft RT 
RRTF fftR t, faflft ?# ’SO 16 , 475 /— (407 3 lftftft FRR X TO 40 . 48 ) ftft! t 1 

(iii) . RRjRT F? 7ZJTFR ft? ftsfft FTTefR ft ?FT ft fftlR-fftft ft FTFR F?RfftT ft ft 11 RIFR 

ftyft! ft TF5I m3 ! TFFft 12 FJF, 2007 ft ft TftR ?JFRt t ft 72RF cf5R ^cfR ^! 


RftcR ft 


ftftlR tl 


ftFFR, Raft Tft TfftF? ftft ft FRcI t TTeR FlftftRT Tftt Fcftl ftc? ft fcft 
FFT? ft 10 yfftld cfft F? ft IRtlfttl ftclfftR 3JcR 3Rftfftl TJRft ft 3IFt 3Fpftl ft 


7. ft Rftr ft F?mft ?ftft RiftftR ft RfeRRT ft mzftm 3 aifftM 3 wi 11 fir ft ft? 

xreft RT fft 7R cRpf cR RR HI'H’Pich t^ff 3RR WRTI | ^ FFlft 

http://tariffauthority.gov.in T ^ RTeRJ cRRR oflRt I 


8. f^ fr^ eft cfei4<nft 7 ^ Tt?R tj^r 7ft M rrt ^ ^tr4 3, ftRfftte mr ftft t: 

(1). ftftft ^T SRRTJ fc^ff Mr 7^ C2RTR 7ft 3TR ft miftRRI ^ ft^T TFR T^ft ft 
qRflftTRI RFR TRft ft iftq 5Rft eft F^Jcft ft) ftTRRR fcR ft? t i FT 5W ft 

fftEftRl ft FRUR^> STRF oRI ^fcftl u l ^lifftci Fft t TR| oFTFT?R 3TRiftd TJR-fftftRT ft 
fft^ftft tR ftrft/ TjRcTI 11 ftcT ft ftReR ft yRlfftTfRT FFR TRft ftt 3WRRRT ^JeR: fttftlftTfj 3jft 
FMFTftf, foRlft TtR FFTeR TfRR t, FRT ariftftfftcf fttF 7ft falfft ft cRTF ftFT ftft 11 
5lf? | RcR RPR cRF cR[ft ft ftR ft Ul^fftR v 8MFW ft'i'raft ^RT 3f1ftcZT7R RFftft t RR ft 
TOlft ft mRuiihW'PFT TRft ^R8T ft elicit ft FT^l 11 


(ii) . ftftft ft yftftftcl ftRi t jft U^Rfftr F^cft eft 2005 ft Rftl^R ft ft 7^? 

^Tcft 7ft TJFf FRft 7ft tR ftftf cR^cft ft ^RTftR ft 3ftftxT fft? Rfft ft ftWR TF TRftt, 2007 
ft TTTfft 3IRR F7 Wft ft ft ^pS ft TFf fft 11 TtR ft tftehK fftlT t ^ F^ 5M ^pS ft ft 
yyftftcfRT TFcTRIT 3TR ftft ft ftcRR ft 5RlffttT 7?R ^fft 11 FFft TJRft ft MFef ftft 

SRI ftft 7R ftftffttftR FTft HR ft 7R2T Iftft ftft? IftRR-fftft ft ftltft ft fft ft 
ft IRtpfT ftt ftm W t i SRfRT, wnfft SnpRh 3^ftftcT ^THR ft ft^T eft ft 
3tRR TR fftfftT ft! fftrn TR f Tft RftftTfRT ftxRR tr RR RR FRft enft ftft ft ftft Tift 
FIR eflft ft ftftfttl 11 TF TRJcft tr Rift 3ISRT ftTT ft fvF[ ftft ft! ft!! t, Tftftft FFft 
^qise: fftR 7RT t, TF ft TTRR ftTRCRT ft ^jaiR 11 ftl! RsiffT 3, FRR RM ft fft FF 7RRT 
RT^r ^FcF fft TRft 77TRRF ft 3I#T dcRId IRlft ft TRpft! Rft ft TRTIF mwiRh TRjft! ft fft 
FR FftRRF TrTT ftlMTlfft aigftTT ft HcftFTT TRft ftft ft I 

(iii) . ftftft ft TUftftTRIT/v^tRIRUT TRlfftefRI ftftl cZRW ft #F jftRR ft TfR WI ft 4t1Ri t ft fft 

FT fftr tR TTFlft 3ft 3R fftlRlftr TTftftTRT ftFvR 7FRRTT ft ftrft ft JRffeR tl 

ftftft ft TTIR ft TRTR TftRT T 2001 ft 3FRT 3hftl ftftl TRft RTF, FT ftftTRT ft 
TIR TF ft FIR TT fft, cfftfR ft ^fftlT Tjft ftlfta 'dMei^Idi ft ftrft ft, Tftl ftft ^ fttef 
#ft ft! ftft Sil/lf/R FTR 3RT TfRft ft feR ftqR ftfft; ft!?, ftTft fftftRlftftl Tlftfft ft ftfFF ft fft^ 
3T7RR 1RT TTT | fft^, FT FlfftejlRI ft FRlfftTRI ft^T TRcRTT ft! T ft 3fgftfftl ft!? T tl 

3R—sr^ftrffti T?ft tr fftftr? fcTOT t ftnfft T?7Rft fftftr ft snm? f? rttr fr tti ffi ff 

'8eftG 7RRI FRlfftR t fft. T^Flfft ftftftf RT mIdk fftR FR t, Thftr? Ftft ft TeTFF 
FirfftcfRI FRF TRft tR ft^ ?T?7R^ ftlfft fftftR ft! t I 






[^111—73^4] 
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(iv) . W t, 7^ WF XR, FF FftqyR f^TT t fcfs mww ^-erfsk 3^7 ^f?TT-W^ ftFF % qt^XR 

xM qt m$ cr»TcTT t cmtf^. ^ qRfq 3fa ;rffq <$ foy qi^ sfo Fqt qt q^teq M 

tl fotft 3R? WPT XR, qoR t FF FFTFT t % qi?W qt qnft i> cRRT ^ v»M4H TfSeH 

ftR^F 11 xftmft> f^iT^T qrtxR effaer wfc forfttF m Fcrft? taT 

FFT t, <{lfcf<f>lfel<t> 'dHItlM WPTR qt q^tt qfq eft X£q qRt $ fpR 3fa*[Vdil qt qxyyqy tlFT, 
sfa FT q>F 3TPjf?f qy^ ?RqsTqt qq yTSTf^HTT 3qqFF q> feR STFR 3T$RtftF qRFTI FF 
XR^Fftq. f 1% FF HltstqRR % ^ ft#RI qt q£M tt qt f?R Fqwq TTWTt qt faFRl 3fr? 
wloiq wftq qt ^ qqrqT tFT ftfft ti ff trfr ff v)<^m qt qRy q^ <£ foq ^ f| 

3FRRFFT t HHiMf, FF qT^qRxq 3PT qt RIFF F7 cHqqR qt &F qt RFftefFTT tt q> M2t 
qt ^feqtxq qq q#y xy£f qjRTT t1 Fft #M qt taRT t ft> ^ 3T^T atF XR ^ efe XSTcT 
ftFT qttrR «4 |mk qt qqTqT t Vicfscil t ?t FF, cRTTf^, xyttt ^ xjt q7f eft qityftc^cii RcqqFR tFT 
wt 11 

(v) . Fct tt M£t q£xR tM qt qmfteTT x&JR q-qyxy qRcTf t, 3FTefI Wl vft XJcJFT t fr> qFT FF 

XRRt fcR 3{fclR<RI 5WR cRJcT qR^ ^ feR 11 xyf^ f^qy W t, 

yRfrrf^cT rft?t zmfa ^ f ( torrt Rirat Mrt ^ Rr 3t#pct 

qTRIr!T-qm xy^fct 11 ^ xyw WT $ t <f&R xM qft q^RlcprlT Tfwq 

qqpT qR^ xyoPT xr 3jfctftqff cfPTcT qff amft If ITR%> ^HT qwt xr SHWlRcT 

q^nf^r Rjcft ^ d^m 3 'rktt t % w % xr qt^jcr ft 11 ^mrn\, xtrr ^ 
3TRy ^ ind!yw> m ^ ^RTH ^ T^jf ^ ^ ^ gy^R cfFTcf ^ 3TMR xr y^lRcl 

mi f cpt cT^RPTeT qq WfT te t i 5m ^IT, ^F ^ ^?TT t % tjcvTR #g f^t ^ 
3?tRI W?q W WFFT ti qil^RT eft yWlRd yT&Tf^>?TT 3Rt ^ 

ferq ^eRT cf^R xM qt RFIF xr ffom qRqy ^ cTRTTy 11 qft ^F f^TF ¥£xr ct 
Wf t ^#PR tol RIrfT t ct FTft^ q?F ^F t % x^RH t Rtcft et 3TRy qif ir qy^H ^ t 
ftem Rtf «ft fypt ^R xM ^ qmfteTT 7RRRT ^ Wff 3FrRFT^ ?R Tf yjcftgyy qy^t q^ 
stl qft qj^xR xM qt xf^ry ^y t RRT tfFT t Ft xfqrqyj^qy f fti ayxq qrf ^ xfteff qt SlRlRckl 
XR^fltT ofTW SR qRxyy ^rqT| q^yq qyy ijf W ^F R^ ^t qqfxR WT t mz ^ qRFT tl 

(vi) . qyq qttxR ^ ^ qRyRrqjcq xfrrr qqpy qyqqy cf> l»i q7 ^ W W f Ft W 

q#qRR qt t^t qwftqJFT ^FIF qRt ^ feR 3#RqF ^FR qRt t qtt ^xq-qH xy^t W[ 
tl 

(vii) . qf^ xRt q51; qt t qRrftcpFT xffFRxy yyqR ^txM FRT uT^, 2007 if f^RTT uR RFT 

■ 11 xyFc^r x?w ftR qq qyRRfr Mtt FRT pi qt qt Fqaf ayqw x^ ?RF TRltf^tF 

ft?U-Rr^lt ^ 3T^FR xy^f 1 1 qRFF A qcFq ^t 3R Fq> cRJR ftR qq qqRt ^t qiW qRt cR 
3qtqi ftqi qqxq Flftq! ftqy], FF F^F eft ^tq>R qRt ^q % FXRjtqqy 3RTtRR?H qt 5FTF qt 
qt qRrftq>FT q> ferq mii q>r #c^i xt 3 rt qRt ^ fcR xqFqF t, ff q#qRR M^t qt 3 r f^ 

qt qt qxyjcft qy| yR# qRy qft 3Tf# tFT 11 m W 3^ TyqRq qyt qRfR qt ayq^t 
xmqfxq qytaq i> ferq #M sfftf qq tei q^ct xqqq frter elwftnT 1 %ft qnqqi i xtftf qt 
xffefTF ^t qqtt t f% FF .q^eit qt FFRR Xftqq qyyq | y^yy FRT, FF FPS %FT WIT t ft> 

FF qx?Jct qt Ftqjt q>T Rl u iq FF IFR? xqjt ^[ RHT FTftq - Mali qttxR xytFt e^t 7TFRF t 

FMlter qFH xytt qR xqq>m t, W qnlt ciiycRyiRicf) ffarc q? ^t RfTFF til 3Fq?Fq> Ft Wq I 

9. MR u lli'W'frM, 3?tq x^q^qq qjRxryt ^ qrf^qRxq qt cqtxR XTtcft qt qRtq/ilqieli ^ fcR qiFftq?FT FFelF 
qFRt qt UM^F qx^tt arjqtfoy qRt t it i xyq-Ftq tel i xyff tFT tl SKI ^y 4 q^ qq?f q^eqx 
sqqRfT FcFFR xqqM it Wft xfyftq | . 


3T. FT. xsrffqWT, 3T^T3T 
[tFWTF/III/IV/143/2007/3RF. ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 14th August, 2007 

No. TAM P/10/2007-VPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 49 of the 
Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes 
of the proposal of the Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT) for levy of movement priority charges 
for berthing/sailing of container vessel as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAM P/10/2007-VPT 

Visakhapatnam Port Trust . Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 7th day of August, 2007) 

This case relates to a proposal dated 1/2 February 2007 received from the 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT) for levy of movement priority charges for berthing / sailing of 
container vessels 


2 . 1 . 


The main points made by the VPT in its proposal are summarised below. 


(i) . The container trade has been requesting to introduce movement priority to all 

container vessels at the time of berthing / sailing in order to facilitate berthing / 
sailing of container vessels on priority so as to reduce the stayal of vessels and for 
quick turn round of the container vessels at VPT. 

(ii) . This matter was discussed with trade on 20 November 2006 The Visakhapatnam 

Container Lines Association (VCLA) and the Visakhapatnam Steamship Agents’ 
Association (VSAA) have given their consent to pay the following rates on an 
adhoc basis for according movement priority to container vessels: 

(a) . Additional charge at 7.5% of applicable pilotage fee for each movements 

i.e. either berthing or sailing. The user Associations have submitted that 
requisition for according priority would be given by the concerned steamer 
agent as and when priority is required. Whenever priority is sought, pilot 
should board the vessel within 3 hours of its arrival into port limits / hosting 
'S’ flag or sailing signals. In case of delay in boarding the vessel by pilot 
beyond 3 hours, that particular movement would not attract any priority 
charges while the vessel will be accorded priority movement. 

(b) Alternatively, to levy additional charge at 10% of applicable pilotage fee 
per call as a separate charge for all container vessels towards priority 
charge for berthing and sailing of a vessel. However, in case pilot cannot 
board the vessel within 3 hours, the port may consider to refund the 
additional charges of 10%. 

It has furnished a copy of the joint consent letter dated 27 November 2006 given 
by the VCLA and VSAA in support of its proposal. 

The port has decided to accord priority for berthing / sailing to all container vessels 
duly levying movement priority charges @ 10% of the applicable pilotage fee on 
an ad hoc basis for each call in respect of container vessels with effect from 10 
January 2007. it has furnished a copy of the circular dated 5 January 2007 issued 
to the trade in this regard. 


2 2 The VPT has requested this Authority to approve the proposed additional fee @ 

10% of applicable pilotage fee for according priority for berthing / sailing to container vessels for 
each call. 


3 In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal of VPT 

was forwarded to the Visakha Container Terminal Private Limited (VCTPL) and concerned users/ 
user Organisations for their comments. None of the users / user organisations consulted in this 
case liave furnished their comments on the proposal under reference except the private teimina! 
operator VCTPL. A copy of the comments received from the VCTPL was forwarded to the VPT as 
feedback information. The VPT has not furnished its observations on the comments of the 

VCTPL. 




[ VFT Ill— 4 ] 




4. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the VPT was requested to furnish 

information / clarifications on a few points. The VPT has furnished the requisite information / 
clarifications. A summary of the queries raised by us and the clarifications furnished by the VPT 
a re tabulated below: 


Sr. 

No. 

(<)■ 


Queries raised by us 


The existing Scale of Rates 
(SOR) of the VPT already 
prescribes additional berth hire 
charge for according priority 
berthing to any vessel, in view of 
this, explain the different 
circumstances under which the 
proposed additional pilotage fee 
and the priority berthing charges 
would become leviable. 


Oi). 




(a). Please confirm whether the 
port has sufficient number of 
pilots for according priority to all 
container vessels in view' of the 
proposed conditions prescribing 
time limit for the pilots to board 
the vessel Also, confirm whether 
| the priority accorded to container 
vessels will not affect the 
movement of other vessels. 


(b). Furnish category-wise details 
of vessels waiting for pilot to 
board the vessel for the last 3 
years. 


Response of the VPT 


(a) . Vessels are ordinarily berthed in the order of their arrival 
i.e. ’first come first serve’ basis. But, certain vessels are 
accorded priority berthing / ousting priority in accordance with 
the declared berthing policy. 

(b) . Priority berthing means preferring a vessel to a senior 
vessel in allotment of a berth whereas ousting priority berthing 
means- shifting of even a working vessel to allot berth to a 
vessel. Vessels berthed on priority/ousting priority are liable to 
pay applicable additional berth hire charges as per provisions 
in the Scale of Rates (SOR). 

(c) . in case of container vessels, which are berthed at BOT 
berths (VCPTL), there is no issue of priority/ousting priority 
berthing. But for carrying out the shipping movements, the 
order of seniority of readiness for berthing/sailing of the vessel 
is taken into account. As a consequence, at times abnormal 
pre-berthing and post-completion detention is caused to 
container vessels, awaiting the pilot and tugs for berthing and 
unberthing, though their stay at the berth for loading/unloading 
operations is for a very short period. 

(d) . Hence, the trade has been representing for a long time to 
accord priority to container vessels at the time of 
berthing/unberthing. After prolonged discussions with the 
trade and Container Lines, it has decided to accord priority to 
container vessels on payment of priority charges while 
carrying out shipping movements for their berthinq/ unb erthing 


The port has sufficient number of pilots for according priority to 
all container vessels. However, at times the priority accorded 
to container vessels might affect the movement of other 
vessels. 


It has furnished a statement showing time lost on account of 
earlier movements and awaiting tide for each category of 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

.... 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

EH 

No. of vessels 


2071 

2052 

(ii). 

8! 


109 

Earlier movement 

0.28 

0.38 

1.48 


EEHBl 

0.13 * 

0.07 

047 

(i»). 

Avg. post 
completion delay 
(in hrs) 


1011 

Earlier movement 

0.58 

■w™ 

mm 


0.40 



•hS£2 GJ-\o7-b 
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(iii) 


(a). As per Clause 2.17.3. of the 
revised tariff guidelines, the 
adhoc rate to the operated must 
be based on the existing notified 
rate and must be mutually agreed 
upon by port and the concerned 
users Though the proposed 
adhoc rate is mutually agreed 
upon by the port and the two user 
Associations, namely 

Visakhapatnam Container Lines 
Association (VCLA) and the 
Visakhapatnam Steamship 

Agents’ Association, it is not 
found to be based on the existing 
notified rate for comparable 
service. What would be more 
relevant is to ensure that other 
segments are not unduly affected 
due to the privilege extended to a 
particular category; and, in this 
regard, the views of such users 
are also to be taken into account. 


1 (a). Adhoc rate proposed was mutually agreed between the 
[ port and the concerned users. This rate is not based on the 
i existing notified rate and is a new tariff item. It has furnished 
J the cost benefit analysis for according priority movement to 
! this category of vessels as given below; 

I 

' (i) Basic data considered 


Charter hire for a 1500 TEU US$ 10000 perdayH 
container vessel. 

Average GRT of the 
' container vessels as per 
statistical data for 2005-06. 

13,149 tonnes 

. . ... ... j 

Rate of pilotage fee as per 
existing tariff. 

US$ 0.3096 per 
GRT (for. inward & 
outward j 

movements) 

Pilotage charges. 

US$ 4071 

Estimated savings in vessel 
standing hours 

4 hours 


(b). Explain the basis of arriving 
at proposed rate of 10% of 
pilotage fee for movement priority 
charges and justify it with 
reference to additional cost 
incurred for according priority to 
this category of vessels, 


(ii) Benefits 


Saving in standing cost of a vessel for 
4 hours if priority movement is given. 


Charter hire x i 
4/24 = US$ 1667 j 


(iii) Costs 


Priority movement charges proposed 
@ 10% of pilotage charges. 

US$4071 x10% 
=US$407 

Benefit over cost to the vessel owner, 
(i.e. approximately 75% of savings) 

US$1667- 
US$407 = 

US$ 1260 

Benefit to the port is the proposed 
amount of priority movement charges. 

US$407 1 


At the time of general revision of Scale of Rates, it was 
proposed to have priority movement charges at 25% of 
pilotage fee which was, however, deferred. Now, at the 
instance of the trade, the priority movement charges are 




proposed at 10% of pilotage fee. 

t _ 

(iv). 

: 

Given the resource constraints 
faced by major ports particularly 
in respect of providing towage 

Government has not issued any policy direction to the port to 
accord movement priority to container vessels. This decision 
was taken based on the request of the trade and in overall 


i and pilotage services, this 
j Authority generally does not view 
favourably the arrangement to 
levy extra charges for jumping the 
pre-determined sequencing of 
servicing. Even the existing 
priority / ousting priority 
arrangement was initially 
introduced by the Government 
and not by this Authority. In this 
context, it may be clarified 
whether Government has issued 
i any policy direction to the port to 
! accord movement priority to 
container vessels and on levying 
premium the refor, a t that. ... 


interest to encourage container traffic. 











[*imil—TSF54] 
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5. The VPT has made further submissions with reference to its proposal :as 

summarised below; 

(i) . The inner channel of the port is permissible to navigate only one movement at a 

time. This channel is catering to the movements of vessels in and out to and from 
the 19 berths of the Inner Harbour, besides catering to the movements of the 
Indian Navy. As a result of this, vessels are subjected to detention at roads and at 
berths for berthing and sailing movements. It has, therefore, taken up deepening 
of the Inner Channel and turning circle in a phased manner to accommodate 
Panamax Vessels. 

(ii) . Vessels arriving at the port are allotted berths and moved on first cum first serve 

basis after considering priority to vessels requiring tide movement. Fertilizer 
vessels are given priority as per the directions of the Government. Priority for 
berthing of vessels exists over sailing of vessels. There is technically no 
possibility for simultaneous movement of vessels through the Inner Channel. 

(iii) . It has employed 9 pilots and is equipped with 8 shipping tugs of capacities 

ranging from 30-50 tonne bollard pull. There is no shortage in strength of pilots. 
As such there are no instances where movement is delayed for want of pilot. 
However, as explained earlier, majority of the movements in and out of the port’s 
Inner Harbour and Outer Harbour are being effected on account of earlier 
movements. 

(iv) . It has furnished a statement to show the effect of earlier movements on sailing of 

container vessels is more predominant ranging from 8% to 9% of the Turn Round 
Time (TRT). It could also be seen that the effect of earlier movements on berthing 
of container vessels is on the higher side ranging to 4% - 6% of the Turn Round 
Time (TRT). As such the combined effect of earlier movements on the container 
vessels is nearly 12% to 15% of the TRT leading to incurrence of standing cost by 
the container vessels and consequential impact on the operating cost per TEU. 
This phenomenon is acting as a disincentive to the container trade. As such 
according priority to container vessels is justified and would help improve the TRT 
of container vessels and as a result would foster container trade in this region. 

6.1. A joint hearing, in this case was held on 12 June 2007 at the Visakhapatnam Port 
Trust premises. At the joint hearing the VCLA and the VPT made their submissions. 

6.2. As decided in the joint hearing, the Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT) was advised 
to furnish cost details to substantiate its claim that the port incurs loss to the extent of 20% of the 
pilotage charge by according priority movement to container vessels. 

6.3. The VPT had furnished the following additional information; 

(i) . There are no additional costs involved to VPT in according priority movement to 

container vessels. But due to according priority to container vessels, the other 
vessels waiting for their norma! turn of pilotage movement are delayed by 4 hours 
and as a consequence VPT berths idle for 4 hours. As a result, VPT loses its 
opportunity to handle cargo for the said time period. 

(ii) . Considering a discharge rate of 250 tonnes an hour and average wharfage rate of 

32 per tonne; the opportunity loss of wharfage will be Rs. 32,000/- (i.e.4 hours x 
250 tonnes x Rs.32 per tonne). As against this, the VPT has proposed to collect 
10 % of pilotage fee for according priority movement to container vessel, which 
amounts to Rs. 16,475/- (US$ 407x Rs.4Q.48). 

(iii) . The above rate has been proposed after due consultation with the trade and the 

BOT operator. Trade has also conveyed their consent before TAMP in the joint 
hearing held on 12 June 2007. 
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In view of the above, it has reiterated its request to approve the proposed 
additional fee @ 10% of the applicable pilotage charge for each call towards 
movement priority in case of all container vessels. 


7 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in 

8 With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 
case, the following position emerges: 

{jj The proposal of VPT involves a new concept of levying charges for according 

priority in providing a service to a particular segment of trade in preference over 
the other segment. The proposal does not involve the traditional cost plus 
approach of tariff fixing but relies heavily on the principles of value based pricing. 
The necessity of according priority in movement of vessel basically arises due to 
the congestion situation imposed by the geographical and infrastructure 
constraints with which the port operates. The consent expressed by the two 
relevant user associations to bear the additional cost may have been due to the 
compulsion faced by them owing to the constraints in the port 

(ii) . The VPT has reported that the proposed levy has already been introduced on an 

ad-hoc basis with effect from January 2007 relying upon an authorisation to 
introduce such levy subject to fulfillment of certain conditions given in the revised 
tariff guidelines of 2005. The port has admitted that the priority arrangement 
introduced by it may affect the movement of other vessels. Nothing is placed on 
record to show any serious consultation with the interest representing such other 
vessels before introducing the ad-hoc arrangement. Further, the proposed tariff is 
not derived based on the existing rates in the approved Scale of Rates but relates 
to the perceived gains accruing to vessels availing the benefit of priority 
movement. The levy does not appear to be for a new cargo or a service, but, as 
has been explained earlier, involves introduction of new charging concept. That 
being so, it would have been more appropriate for the port trust to await a formal 
approval of the proposed levy by this Authority instead of levying the charges 
forthwith under an ad-hoc arrangement. 

(iii) . The VPT has dearly brought out the distinction between the priority/ousting 

priority berthing arrangement which is in vogue with reference to the Government 
instructions on this subject and the priority movement arrangement which is under 
consideration now. While passing its Order on the general revision of Scale of 
Rates of VPT in May 2001, this Authority had categorically observed that, in the 
context of limited availability of berthing facility at present, there would always be 
any number of vessels ready to pay such additional charges; and, this would give 
scope for exploitation of discretionary powers. Nevertheless, this Authority 
decided neither to approve nor dis-approve the priority berth arrangement as it 
was reported to be based on a Government decision. It is significant here to note 
that, as admitted by VPT, there is no Government policy direction on according 
movement priority to container vessels. * 

(iv) The port, at one place, has admitted that abnormal pre-berthing and post¬ 
completion detention takes place to container vessels as they have to await pilots 
and tugs for berthing and un-berthing. At some other place, the port has 
maintained a stand that no ship movement is delayed for want of pilot. As pointed 
out by the Visakha Container Terminal Private Limited (VCTPL), a long term 
solution would be upgrading the infrastructure to meet the growing demand of the 
trade and not imposing a charge for priority allocation of the resources which are 
in short supply, it is noteworthy that this Authority likes to encourage congestion 
pricing to encourage even distribution and optimum utilisation of available 
resources. The proposal is not towards achieving this objective Given the 
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bottleneck in the infrastructure, this Authority does not endorse the approach of 
VPT to prefer one segment of trade at the cost of others. If the VPT is convinced 
that it can promote the container trade without causing additional burden to other 
segments, it can, however, continue to accord priority treatment to the former 
category of vessels. 

Even if the VPT provides priority services to container vessels, the next question 
which arises is whether it is entitled to levy any additional charges therefor. As 
has been mentioned earlier, the proposed levy is not cost based, which is the 
recognised method adopted for determining tariff at the Major Port Trusts. The 
VPT has clearly declared that no additional cost is involved to the port in 
according priority movement to container vessels, Its initial communication 
justifies the proposed levy based on the savings that may accrue to a container 
vessel. Subsequently, the port has attempted to justify the proposed charges 
based on the opportunity cost arising in the context of loss of wharfage income 
from other segment. Prima facie, it appears that the port wants to increase its 
revenue from the congestion situation. This Authority does not find it appropriate 
to rely solely upon the cost savings to the container vessels to approve the 
proposed priority movement charges. If this principle is conceded in relation to the 
container vessels, then the logical question is why port did not allow rebate in the 
pilotage fee on other category of vessels which had to inevitably wait due to 
priority movement of container vessels. If container vessels gain in the standing 
cost, obviously the other category vessels incur additional standing cost. The 
proposal of the port does not adequately explain this position. 

While according priority movement to the container vessels can be left to the 
administrative decision of the VPT, this Authority does not find any merit in 
introducing an additional charge for according such priority. 


( V jj) As has been discussed earlier, the priority movement charge is being levied by the 
VPT from January 2007. For the reasons explained earlier, the ad-hoc 
arrangement introduced by the VPT is not found to be fully in line with the revised 
tariff guidelines. Strictly speaking, the port should have been ordered to refund 
the charges ievied so far. Nevertheless, recognising the fact that the concerned 
user associations have agreed voluntarily to pay the charges for the priority 
accorded, this Authority allows VPT to retain the collection made so far. The 
revenue generated so far will be duly accounted while considering the proposal of 
VPT for the next general review of its Scale of Rates. The port is advised to 
discontinue the levy forthwith. By way of abundant caution, it is clarified that the 
decision to discontinue the levy should not be seen as requiring the port not to 
accord the priority in movement to the container vessels, even when it becomes 
necessary to allow such concession on commercial consideration. 


9 In the result, and for the reasons given above, this Authority does not find merit in 

approving the proposed levy of priority movement charges for berthing/ sailing of container 
vessels. The ad-hoc tariff arrangement introduced by the VPT should be discontinued immediately. 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT/I ll/IV/143/2007/Exty.] 
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